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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )K Responsive to communication(s) filed on 26 December 2000 . 
2a)^ This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) Q Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) E3 Claim(s) 1-10. 12. 14-16. 18. 19,21-36,38,40-43 and 45-50 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) EI Claim(s) 4,6.8.10.12.14.27-31.42 and 45-50 is/are allowed. 

6) KI Claim(s) 1-3,5.7.9.15.16.18,19,32,33.35.36.38.40.41 and 43 is/are rejected. 

7) [El Claim(s) 21-26 and 34 is/are objected to. 

8) Q Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121 (d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

20 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3.Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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Response to Amendment 

1. The amendment filed on 12/31/04 has been entered. Claims 1-10, 12, 14-16, 18, 19, 21- 
36, 38, 40-43, and 45-50 are now pending. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 23 and 26 are objected to because of the following informalities: Claims 23 and 
26 depend from claims 17 and 20 that are canceled in the amendment received on 12/31/03. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-3, 7, 15, 32, 33, 36, 38, and 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Yamagishi (5,838,926). 

As per claims 1 and 3, Yamagishi teaches a data processing for processing data based on 
a received result of wireless-communication 112, a CPU 140 having a memory, a user's input 
(scanner unit 218), an image data as a result of data processing (image formation 130) received 
through said wireless unit 112 (fig. 1). Yamagishi does not explicitly teach that image data is 
generated in said data processing apparatus but it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
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skill in the art to generate an image formation at the data processing level because it would 
transmit a processed image to the display and at the same time reduce the image display size. 

As per claim 2, the data processing (image formation 130) taught by Yamagishi can 
actually transmit image data from the wireless unit in a differential portion as claimed (fig. 1). 

As per claim 7, Yamagishi teaches an image display apparatus 130 having a first wireless 
unit 1 12, a display unit 221 seen in figure 2, an input unit (scanner unit 218), data processing for 
processing data based on a received result of wireless-communication 112, a CPU 140 having a 
memory, a user's input (scanner unit 218), an image data (image formation 130) as a result of 
data processing received through said wireless unit 112 (fig. 1). 

As per claim 15, Yamagishi teaches an image display apparatus 130 having a wireless 
communication unit 112, a display unit 221 for displaying the image data seen in figure 2, an 
input unit (scanner unit 218), a storage unit 302 for storing the image data, an image data (image 
formation 130) as a result of data processing received through said wireless unit 112 (fig. 1). The 
control unit 301 seen in figure 3 is actually controlling the storage unit 301 that stores image data 
and also that displays image data stored in said storage unit (see col. 7, lines 7-15 and col. 8, 
lines 5-12). 

As per claims 32, 33, 36, 38, and 41, Yamagishi teaches a data processing for processing 
data based on a received result of wireless-communication 112, a CPU 140 having a memory, a 
user's input (scanner unit 218), an image data (image formation 130) as a result of data 
processing received through said wireless unit 1 12 (fig. 1). Yamagishi teaches a data processing 
that is capable of transmitting image data from the wireless unit in a differential portion as 
claimed. Yamagishi does not explicitly teach that image data is generated in said data processing 
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apparatus but it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to generate an image 
formation at the data processing level because it would be economical since there will be no need 
to have the image formation apparatus. 

5. Claims 5, 9, 10, 16, 18, 19, 35, 40, and 43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Yamagishi (5,838,926) in view of Kondo et al (US 6,385,250). 

As per claims 5, 9, and 10, Yamagishi teaches a storage unit 302 for storing image data 
whether it is temporary or permanent, a display unit 321 which can be turned on and off by a 
user. Yamagishi does not teach an update image data in said storage means but Kondo et al teach 
image data in the storage unit that is updated and image data to be combined is selected based on 
the detection results (col. 2, lines 40-41). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to utilize image data update 
taught by Kondo et al into the device of Yamagishi because it would provide an image 
processing which can improve picture quality and also generate high quality updated display for 
a user. 

As per claim 16, Yamagishi teaches an image display apparatus 130 having a wireless 
communication unit 112, a display unit 221 for displaying the image data seen in figure 2, an 
input unit (scanner unit 218), a storage unit 302 for storing the image data, an image data (image 
formation 130) as a result of data processing received through said wireless unit 112 (fig. 1). The 
control unit 301 seen in figure 3 is actually controlling the storage unit 301 that stores image data 
and also that displays image data stored in said storage unit (see col. 7, lines 7-15 and col. 8, 
lines 5-12). Yamagishi does not teach an update image data in said storage means but Kondo et 



Application/Control Number: 09/747,681 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2674 

al teach image data in the storage unit that is updated and image data to be combined is selected 
based on the detection results (col. 2, lines 40-41). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to utilize image data update 
taught by Kondo et al into the device of Yamagishi because it would provide an image 
processing which can improve picture quality and also generate high quality updated display for 
a user. 

As per claims 18 and 19, Yamagishi teaches a storage unit 302 for storing image data 
whether it is temporary or permanent, a display unit 321 which can be turned on and off by a 
user, Yamagishi does not explicitly teach updating stored image data to a latest image data 
transmitted from said data processing but it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to utilize the latest image transmitted wirelessly to replace an old image data because it 
would provide the ability to generate high quality updated display image for the user. 

As per claims 35, 40, and 43, Yamagishi teaches a storage unit 302 for storing image data 
whether it is temporary or permanent, a display unit 321 which can be turned on and off by a 
user. Yamagishi does not teach an update image data in said storage means but Kondo et al 
teach image data in the storage unit that is updated and image data to be combined is selected 
based on the detection results (col. 2, lines 40-41). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to utilize image data update 
taught by Kondo et al into the device of Yamagishi because it would provide an image 
processing which can improve picture quality and also generate high quality updated display for 
a user. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

6. Claims 4, 6, 8, 10, 12, and 14 are allowed for the same reasons given in previous action. 
Claims 21-26, 34 are objected for the same reasons given in previous action. 
Claims 27-31 are allowed for the same reasons given in previous action. 
Claims 42 and 45-50 are allowed for the same reasons given in previous action. 



Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments filed on 12/31/04 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

The amendments made in claims 38 and 41 do not reflect the allowable subject matter of 
claims 29 and 42 and therefore, claims 38 and 41 stand rejected. In response to applicant's 
arguments about the use of "well known" feature in the prior art are moot since the examiner has 
not taken this approach in this office action. As far as the other arguments go, the previous 
response still stands as follows: In response to applicant's arguments that the examiner's 
conclusion is based on hindsight reasoning, it must be recognized that any judgment on 
obviousness is in a sense necessarily a reconstruction based upon hindsight reasoning. But so 
long as it takes into account only knowledge which was within the level of ordinary skill at the 
time the claimed was made, and does not include knowledge gleaned only from applicant's 
disclosure, such a reconstruction is proper. See In re McLaughlin, 443 F.2d 1392, 170 USPQ 209 
(CCPA 1971). In response to applicant's arguments that there is no suggestion or motivation 
provided in the Yamagishi patent, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be 
established by combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed 
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invention where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the 
references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. 
See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988) and In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 
21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). Therefore, the rejection finally stands. 

8. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ronald Laneau whose telephone number is 703-305-3973. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday from 8:00 AM to 6.00 PM or via email: 
ronald . laneau@usp to . gov . 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richard Hjerpe can be reached at 703-305-4709. 
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10. Any response to this final action should be mailed to: 
BOX AF 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

or faxed to: 

(703) 872-9314 (for Technology Center 2600 only) 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park II, 2121 Crystal Drive, 
Arlington, VA, Sixth Floor (Receptionist). 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the Technology Center 2600 Customer Service Office whose telephone 
number is (703) 306-0377. 



Ronald Laneau 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2674 
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March 11, 2004 




RICHARD HJERPE 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2600 



